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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is responsive to communications filed on 07/09/2008. 
Claims 1-7, 24-28 and 44-47 are pending and have been examined. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
07/09/2008 has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 1 recites "at lease one other user", the examiner believe it is a typo for "at 
least one other user". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this 
title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

6. Claims 1-7, 24-28 and 44-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Harvey et al. (PGPUB: US 2002/0059379 A1) in view of Maehiro 
(PGPUB: US 2002/0062348 A1) and Lange et al. (PGPUB: US 2003/0237055 A1). 

With respect to claim 1, Harvey teaches a method for initiating communication in 
real-time between two users in a multi-user communication environment (Harvey: fig. 1), 
the method comprising: 

providing an invitation generated by a multi-user communication environment to 
a first user in the multi-user environment during an exchange of words between the first 
user and at least one other user (Harvey: page 6, paragraphs 55-57, noted that the 
creator sets text, which includes greetings), the code being transmitted by the first user 
to the at least one other user via a mode outside of the multi-user communication 
environment (Harvey: page 7, paragraphs 64 & 69); 

initiating secure free form communication between the users upon the unique 
code being authenticated in with the multi-user communication environment after the 
unique code is submitted to the multi-user communication environment by the at least 
one other user (Harvey: fig. 3, page 7, paragraph 66 and page 13, paragraphs 127-128, 
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noted that the invited user is approved by the central controller and launches the 
application to establish a communication with the community.). 

However, Harvey does not explicitly teach that the invitation comprise of a 
unique code, and a method of exchanging words from a menu of predetermined words 
between the first user and at least one other user. 

In the same field of endeavor, Maehiro teaches that the invitation comprise of a 
unique code (Maehiro: fig. 5, page 1 , paragraphs 1 1 and 14, and page 3, paragraphs 
38-39, noted that the invitation data format includes user ID number.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to incorporate the invitation data format as taught by Maehiro in 
Harvey's invention in order to allow the server to efficiently identify the area of the 
database (Harvey: page 1, paragraph 14). 

However, the combined method of Harvey-Maehiro does not explicitly teach a 
method of exchanging words from a menu of predetermined words between the first 
user and at least one other user. 

In the same field of endeavor, Lange teaches a method of exchanging words 
from a menu of predetermined words between the first user and at least one other user 
(Lange: page 7, paragraphs 82-84, noted that when the user misspelled the words, a 
selection of a corrected words are display on a menu). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to incorporate the method of presenting a predetermined and 
corrected words on a menu to the user as taught by Lange in the combined method of 
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Harvey-Maehiro's invention in order to help the user in correcting the misspelling of 
words entered by the user (Lange: page 7, paragraph 82). 

With respect to claim 2, Harvey teaches the method according to claim 1 , 
wherein the invitation is provided by the multi-user communication environment 
(Harvey: fig. 1, and page 7, paragraphs 64-67.). 

However, Harvey does not explicitly teach that the invitation comprise of a unique 

code. 

In the same field of endeavor, Maehiro teaches that the invitation comprise of a 
unique code (Maehiro: fig. 5, page 1 , paragraphs 1 1 and 14, and page 3, paragraphs 
38-39, noted that the invitation data format includes user ID number.). 

With respect to claim 3, Harvey teaches the method according to claim 2, 
wherein the multi-user communication environment is an online multiplayer gaming 
environment (Harvey: fig. 6, page 4, paragraph 39 and page 12, paragraphs 121-123, 
gaming environment.). 

With respect to claim 4, Harvey teaches the method according to claim 1 , 
wherein the invitation is transmitted by the first user through at least one of an email 
program, a telephone conversation, a handwritten note, a chat room program, direct 
communication, a instant message program, and a facsimile (Harvey: page 7, 
paragraph 64.). 

With respect to claim 5, Harvey teaches the method according to claim 1 , 
wherein the first user initiates real-time and secure communication with the at least one 
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other user after the code is authenticated in the multi-user communication environment 
(Harvey: page 7, paragraph 66 and page 13, paragraphs 127-128). 

With respect to claim 6, Harvey teaches the method according to claim 1 , 
wherein the code comprises a sequence of symbols (Harvey: fig. 3, page 7, paragraphs 
64-66 and page 13, paragraph 127, noted the invitation message.). 

With respect to claim 7, Harvey teaches all of the claimed limitations, except that 
he does not explicitly teach that the code comprises a sequence of alpha-numeric 
symbols. 

In the same field of endeavor, Maehiro teaches that the invitation comprise of a 
unique code (Maehiro: fig. 5, page 1 , paragraphs 1 1 and 14, and page 3, paragraphs 
38-39, noted that the invitation data format includes user ID number.). 

In regard to claims 24-26, the limitations of these claims are substantially the 
same as those in claims 1 , 3 and 6. Therefore the same rationale for rejecting claims 1 , 
3 and 6 is used to reject claims 24-26. By this rationale claims 24-26 are rejected. 

With respect to claim 27, Harvey teaches the computer readable media 
according to claim 24, wherein the invitation is provided in response to a request by the 
first one of the two users (Harvey: fig. 3, page 7, paragraphs 64-66 and page 13, 
paragraph 127). 

With respect to claim 28, Harvey teaches the computer readable media 
according to claim 24, wherein the unique code is valid for a limited period of time 
(Harvey: fig. 5, page 1 1 , paragraphs 112-11 3). 
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In regard to claim 44, the limitations of this claim are substantially the same as 
those in claim 1 . Therefore the same rationale for rejecting claim 1 is used to reject 
claim 44. By this rationale claim 44 is rejected. 

With respect to claim 45, the combined method of Harvey-Maehiro teaches all of 
claimed limitations except that they do not explicitly teach a method of including a 
predetermined set of word in the menu of predetermined words. 

In the same field of endeavor, Lange teaches a method of including a 
predetermined set of word in the menu of predetermined words (Lange: fig. 6, and page 
7, paragraphs 82-84). Same motivation used in claim 1 applies equally as well to claim 
45. 

In regard to claims 46-47, the limitations of these claims are substantially the 
same as those in claims 27-28. Therefore the same rationale for rejecting claims 27-28 
is used to reject claims 46-47. By this rationale claims 46-47 are rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-7, 24-28 and 44-47 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lin Liu whose telephone number is (571) 270-1447. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 7:30am - 5:00pm, EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on (571) 272-3933. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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/Lin Liu/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2145 



/saleh najjar/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2155 



